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This graph
displays data for
Utah over time
(when available).

This graph
displays the
measure by
selected
demographic
subgroups
(usually age
and sex).

General Health Status
[

Percentage of Persons Who Were in Fair or Poor Health,

Utah, 1996, 2001, and 2003
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Percentage of Persons Who Were in Fair or Poor Health by

Age and Sex, Utah, 2003
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* The percemtage of the population reporting fair or poor health decreased berween 1996 and

2003, However, this I']miing_ Was not :aél_r,nilig;mt_

* Across all age groups, females were more likely than males to report fair or poor health. This
difference was greatest among those aged 50 to 64 vears,

2003 Utah Health Status Survey, Utah Department of Health

This bulleted
text summarizes
demographic
differences for
the measure
using data from

the table.
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The fourth column provides the survey estimate
of the measure with the 95% margin of error by
each of the subgroups. In this table, for example,
among all males in Utah, 7.0% (+0.9%) reported
they had fair or poor health and for all Utahns,
8.3% (+0.8%) reported fair or poor health.

This column is the estimated number of people who
reported the measure. It is calculated by multiplying the
survey estimate by the number of people in the population.
In this example, the estimated number of males reporting
the measure is 82,300 (7.0% x 1,181,516). This number is
always rounded to the nearest 100 persons.
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The second two
columns represent
the population
distribution for General Health Status
the state of Utah -:I"':I"
by the subgroups
in the fi Table 1. General Health Status: Percentage of Pe 3 Who Were in Fair pr Poor Health
1n the rrst by Selected Demagraphic Charactadstics, Utah Residents, 2001
column. For Utah Populaticn Surwey Extifnates of Utshns
. . Distribution Were i FairiPoor Health
example, m thlS " Parcantage of ' Parcentags
Persons Whe Dhstribution of
table, males make Percantage  Number of Ware in Mumber of  Parsons in FairPoor
% of th Dermograghic Subgroup Disirbution _Persens’  FainPoor Healih” Persons®  Healtn by Subgroup®
up 50.2% of the 2003 Utsh Population 100.0% 2354775  B3% s 08% 186500 100.0%
. S . .
total populatlfon st 0% LIBIEE  TONsom 82300 419% This column provides a
Fermale % 1173258 BTG 11% 114000 50.1% c e
and account for Total, A% Utahns 1000% 2354775  B3% - 08N 196500 100.0% distribution of the
1,181,516 of the Growp :
> | 2’ 354775 A O A% TAZMT  23% som 16 460 % population that reported
tota 1816 34 2W1% 665764  50% s 1% 400 17.5%
A J U’ h Wip4d 18.8% 442008 10.5% » 9% 45,400 238% the measure by category.
50 10 B4 12.1% 285778 15.3% = 26% 43 Boa 22.3% H N o H
estmated Ut 5 and Cver BA% 196350 ZB1% + 17T% 5700 28.3% Itis not a distribution of
; Toual, A8 000% 2354776 A% = 26 500 0 0% .
population. o ::mu“’ ’ . Easx A : the total population,
Males, 17 and Undar 18.2% 380882 18% s 08% 7,000 164 H
i 11 anks o Mm lbieom  oam e only those reporting the
Males, 3510 49 as% 220810 0% s2s% 21500 10.5% :
gt b s e o R it calculated measure. This
Males, 85 and Cver AT BT84 2TEW 53N 24,300 12,4% .
Females, 17 and Under 15.3% 360685  26% 2 10% 9,300 4T% number is calculated by
Fomalos, 18 1o 34 144% 338620 BE% 219N 22200 13% ST
Females, 35 o 43 BN 21B0B7  11.4% : 24% 24800 12.8% leldlng the number of
Females 50 1o 54 B1% 144352 179% 237 25800 13.0% .
Femaies, &5 and Ovar ATH U318 2MINzems  3E0 160K persons in the subgroup
The first column Total, A% Ulahs 00.0% 2354775 BI%a0ME 186500 1000% o fai
Bear River 6% U3 TT% s 26% 11,000 565
subgroups by Ceontral 20% 60040 DA% = 2% #1800 154 health by the total
Davis 107% 252521 D4% s 2@%  ZIEO0 12.9%
. SatLaks WE%  GI265 Ttz 1% £3.100 2%, number ofpersons
which the measure Southeasiern 2.5% 53575 124% .M 8,800 Tt . fai
Seuthwast 65% 154,152 11.0% = 3i% 18,400 BA% reportmg alr or poor
was calculated. Surnmit 1.4% zan 43% = 20% 1400 0.T% .
Tocels 20%  4GB1S  IW 2 44 22% health. For example, in
TriCounty 1.8% 42240 08% = 2a% 4400 2.0% .
Utah County 17.0% 400570 75% » 10% 30,100 15.3% this table, among the
Wasatch 0.7% 17178 T% = 22% 1400 0.7% .
\Weatssr. Morgan BE% 208503 BI% . 30% 18,100 BT% total populatlon
Total, A1 Uishns W00.0% 2354775 B3% s 0b% 196500 100.0% . i
N — reporting fair or poor
Under $20 000 DO ZI2H00  200% s M dBADO 40 health. 41.99
$20,000 to <$45,000 0% TI2A0 0T = 17N 77,000 30.5% ealth, 41.9 Yo were
£45,000 to 555,000 6% BS2500 GO s e 33000 17.1%
$55,000 and Chvar W% BTI0 43 s10% 36700 18.0% male (82,300/196,500)
Total, A8 Utahns 100.0% 2354800 B3% - 08% 196500 100.0% d o feral
iaath (naenci g and 58.1% were female
Insured 905% 2140300  83% s 08% 176800 89.0%
Uninsured 8.1% 214 500 10.2% = 2 8% 21800 11.00% (114)000/196)500)'
Total, A Uishns 1000% 2354800 B3% =08% 196500 1000%
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